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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is issued in response to applicant's amendment filed July 10, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-13 and 15-20 are presented. Claim 14 is cancelled and no claims 
added. 

3. Claims 1-13 and 15-20 are pending. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed July 10, 2006, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

* 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-12,14,15,19-36,61-63, and 65-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Kobayashi (US Patent No. 6,633,888) in view of Keele 
(US Patent No. 5,611,066). 
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Regarding Claims 1,23,61, and 66, Kobayashi discloses a method of 
creating an archived file in a manner that allows an application to distinguish 
between one or more data files and one or more print files in said archived file 
comprising 

generating a manifest file (column 7, lines 49-51, Kobayashi); and 
including said manifest file (column 7, lines 49-51, Kobayashi) in said 
archived file (column 7, lines 45-47, Kobayashi). However, Kobayashi does not 
explicitly disclose wherein said manifest file indicates to said application a file 
location within said archived file associated with said one or more data files, a file 
location associated with said one or more print files, using an enforced directory 
structure; and automatically distinguish between the files. On the other hand, 
Keele discloses wherein said manifest file indicates to said application (column 
23, lines 3-9, Keele; wherein application corresponds to "Creation Software 
Component") a file location within said archived file associated with said one or 
more data files (column 3, lines 5-1 1 , Keele), a file location associated with said 
one or more print files (column 28-29, lines 62-67 and 1-3, Keele; wherein the 
location for the print files are represented by the "label" and print files correspond 
to "print labels", and wherein the archive file corresponds to files stored on a CD), 
using an enforced directory structure (column 25, lines 40-45, Keele); and 
automatically distinguishing between the files (column 22, lines 20-23, Keele). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Keele's teaching into the Kobayashi system. A skilled 
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artisan would have been motivated to do so in order to receive the optimal use of 
the system. Differentiating between the multiple files is not only knowledgeable 
for the user but also for the system in order to improve download time. Kobayashi 
and Keele are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of 
archiving data and making them available for access. As a result, by 
distinguishing between the different functions of the files, this allows the system 
to increase in production and speed and decrease in the amount of time needed. 

Regarding Claims 2,24, and 62, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method further comprising: 

extracting files from said archived file with said application (column 23, 
lines 19-22, Keele), said files including said one or more data files (column 3, 
lines 5-11, Keele), said one or more print files (column 28-29, lines 62-67 and 1- 
3, Keele), and said manifest file (column 7, lines 49-51 , Kobayashi); 

burning said one or more data files onto an optical disc (column 23, lines 
43-52, Keele; wherein burning corresponds to "copy"); and 

printing content corresponding to said one or more print files (column 28, 
lines 62-64, Keele). 

Regarding Claims 3,25, and 63, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method further comprising downloading said archived file 
(column 7, lines 45-47, Kobayashi) to a system containing said application 
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(columns 21-22, lines 66-67 and 1-2, respectively, Keele; wherein a system 
corresponds to "Enterprise Authoring System"). 

Regarding Claims 4 and 26, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said archived file is downloaded from an 
Intranet or a website (column 23, line 34, Kobayashi) on an Internet (column 8, 
lines 19-23, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claims 5 and 27, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said archived file is downloaded from a wide 
area network or a local access network (column 7, lines 7-10, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claims 6 and 28, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said archived file is downloaded from a floppy 
disk, an optical disc, or a hard drive (column 6, lines 54-55, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claims 7 and 29, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said one or more print files comprise a label 
file (column 18, lines 16-20, Kobayashi). 
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Regarding Claims 8 and 30, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said one or more data files comprise a disk 
image file (column 22, lines 26-29, Keele). 

Regarding Claims 9 and 31 , the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said disk image file is in International 
Organization for Standardization (ISO) 9660 file format (column 23, lines 14-17, 
Keele). 

Regarding Claims 10 and 32, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said one or more data files comprise audio 
files (Fig.1, item 197; columns 6-7, lines 64-67 and 1, respectively, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claims 1 1 and 33, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said one or more data files comprise video 
files (Fig.1, item 165; column 7, lines 5-7, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claims 12 and 34, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said one or more print files comprise graphics 
files (column 22, lines 56-58, Kobayashi). 



4 
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Regarding Claims 14 and 65, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method further comprising: 

compressing said archived file (column 7, lines 47-49, Kobayashi) before 
said downloading of said archived file (column 7, lines 45-47, Kobayashi); and 

decompressing said archived file (column 29, lines 33-36, Keele) before 
said extracting of said files (column 8, lines 46-51, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claim 15, the combination of Kobayashi in view of Keele, 
disclose a method wherein said compressing comprises employing a ZIP 
compression algorithm (column 7, lines 47-49, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claim 19, the combination of Kobayashi in view of Keele, 
disclose method further comprising including said manifest file (column 7, lines 
49-51 , Kobayashi) in a root directory (column 41 , lines 42-43, Keele) of said 
archived file (column 7, lines 45-47, Kobayashi). 

Regarding Claim 20, the combination of Kobayashi in view of Keele, 
disclose a method further comprising: 

including said manifest file (column 7, lines 49-51, Kobayashi) in any 
directory (column 19, lines 9-14, Kobayashi) of said archived file (column 7, lines 
45-47, Kobayashi); and 
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including a boot file (column 41, lines 19-21, Keele) in a root directory 
(column 41, lines 42-43, Keele) of said archived file (column 7, lines 45-47, 
Kobayashi), said boot file (column 41, lines 19-21, Keele) indicating a path of 
said manifest file (column 53, lines 42-46, Keele) in said archived file (column 7, 
lines 45-47, Kobayashi); 

wherein said application is configured to recognize and read (column 28, 
lines 4-6, Keele) said boot file (column 41, lines 19-21, Keele). 

Regarding Claims 21 and 35, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said content comprises a label (Fig.11, item 
1 160, Kobayashi; wherein property corresponds to content), a lyric sheet, a user 
manual, a case insert, or a case cover. 

Regarding Claims 22 and 36, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose a method wherein said optical disc comprises a compact disk 
(column 22, lines 2-5, Keele), a digital versatile disk, or a video game disk. 

7. Claims 13,16-18, and 64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kobayashi (US Patent No. 6,633,888) in view of Keele (US 
Patent No. 5,611,066) as applied to claims 1-12,14,15,19-36, and 65-66 above, and 
further in view of Taylor (US Patent Application No. 20040019596). 
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Regarding Claims 13 and 64, the combination of Kobayashi in view of 
Keele, disclose all of the claimed subject matter. However, Kobayashi in view of 
Keele do not explicitly disclose a method comprising generating said manifest file 
in Extensible Markup Language (XML). On the other hand, Taylor discloses a 
method further comprising generating said manifest file in Extensible Markup 
Language (XML) ([0052], lines 1-3, Taylor). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate Taylor's teaching 
into the Kobayashi in view of Keele system. A skilled artisan would have been 
motivated to combine the Extensible Markup Language into the Kobayashi 
system because XML is known to be a simple, very flexible text format for 
exchanging structured documents and data across different systems, particularly 
systems connected via the Internet. According to the Microsoft Computer 
Dictionary, the definition of XML is allowing Web developers and designers to 
create customized tags that offer greater flexibility in organizing and presenting 
information than is possible with the older HTML document coding system. The 
art of Taylor are analogous to the art Kobayashi in view of Keele, because they 
are from the same field of endeavor of archiving objects and making them 
available for access. As a result, XML defines the type of information contained 
in a document, making it easier to return useful results and allowing the system 
to perform with more accuracy. 
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Regarding Claim 16, the combination of Kobayashi in view of Keele and 
further in view of Taylor, disclose a method wherein said generation of said 
manifest file comprises: 

combining descriptor terms (Fig.2, table 60; [0035], lines 3-5, Taylor) with 
file-specific information (Fig.2, items 68,70,72; [0035], lines 5-8, Taylor); 
wherein, when said application reads said manifest file (column 28, lines 4-6, 
Keele), said descriptor terms indicate to said application ([0042], line 1, Taylor; 
wherein the unique identifier is the indicator to distinguish between the different 
file) which of said files are said one or more data files (column 3, lines 5-1 1 , 
Keele) and which of said files are said one or more print files (column 28-29, 
lines 62-67 and 1-3, Keele). 



Regarding Claim 17, the combination of Kobayashi in view of Keele and 
further in view of Taylor, disclose a method wherein said descriptor terms 
comprise: 

a term 1 for identifying a file location of said one or more data files (column 
3, lines 5-1 1 , Keele); and 

a term 2 for identifying a file location of said one or more print files (column 28-29, 
lines 62-67 and 1-3, Keele). 



Regarding Claim 18, the combination of Kobayashi in view of Keele and 



1 Term corresponds to "version number". 
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further in view of Taylor, disclose a method wherein said file-specific information 
comprises a file path and name (column 53, lines 42-46, Keele). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant argues, Kobayashi and Keele fail to disclose, "a manifest file that 
indicates to an application a file location within the archived file associated with said one 
or more data files and a file location associated with said one or more print files". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. As stated in the action above, Kobayashi 
discloses at column 7, lines 45-51, wherein Java programs are packaged into a Java 
Archive file, and included within the Java Archive file is a manifest file, which includes 
extra information concerning zipped portions of the file. Also, as stated in the action 
above, Keele discloses at columns 40-41, lines 55-67 and 1-6, wherein data files 
contain information to be placed in the CD image, such as content file information. The 
content file information consists of a data set name (DSN), and the DSN must each 
reside on its own line, providing the system with its own file location for the data files. 
Also, Keele discloses at column 28-29, lines 62-67 and 1-3, wherein the user can print 
labels for CD's by using an EAS CD LabelPrinter to read a file and reproduces the file 
especially for the CD. The print files are represented by any files located within the 
WHATCD.TXT file that would be printed by the user. As far as disclosing a file location 
being associate with the print files, Keele discloses at column 8, lines 27-34, wherein 
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the indexing and formatting are standards for CD's and the indexing portion provides 
files which are later used to locate specific data. As shown, the combination of 
Kobayashi in view of Keele disclose a manifest file that indicates to an application a file 
location within the archived file associated with said one or more data files and a file 
location associated with said one or more print files. 

Applicant argues, Kobayashi and Keele fail to disclose, "an archived file with an 
enforced directory structure that separates and identifies the location of print files as 
opposed to data files". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. In response to applicant's argument that the 
references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the 
features upon which applicant relies (i.e., an enforced directory structure that separates 
and identifies the location of print files as opposed to data files) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). However, as stated in the action above, 
Keele discloses at column 25, lines 28-45, wherein the ImageBuild takes files and 
arranges them in accordance with ISO standards. The ImageBuild uses the control file 
to specify information and the content files for each directory built. The user constructs 
DSN'S to represent standard files and to these files the user adds and indexes 



2 Term corresponds to "physical media hub number". 
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information. Lastly, the ImageBuild will order all of these files into a compatible directory 
structures. As seen the ImageBuild separates and indexes different files, which 
represent different information. Therefore, the combination of Kobayashi and Keele 
disclose using an enforced directory structure that indicates which files are data files 
and which files are print files. 

Applicant argues, Kobayashi fails to disclose, "anything about print files in an 
archived file and thus cannot teach extracting data and print files from an archived file" 
and Keele fails to disclose, "extracting print files from an archived file and then printing 
content corresponding to those files". 

* 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. In response to applicant's arguments against 
the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 
231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). As stated in the previous office action, Kobayashi 
disclosed the use of an archived file. However, the Keele reference was relied upon for 
disclosing the print files, which were to be represented in the archived file. As a result, 
the combination of Kobayashi in view of Keele discloses the use of print files in archived 
files. Also, Keele discloses at column 23, lines 19-22, wherein the ImageBuild is used to 
facilitate the extraction of index information from user data, and for other preprocessing 
functions. This demonstrates that the system extracts the information, which has been 
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indexed (i.e. data files and print files) accordingly. Lastly, the printing of said print files 
are disclosed within Keele at column 28, lines 62-64, wherein the LabelPrinter, prints 
the desired labels. 

Applicant argues, "the boot record taught by Keele has nothing to do with the 
boot file claimed by Applicant, and the boot record taught by Keele is not part of an 
archived file and does not indicate the location of a manifest file that is also in the 
archived file as claimed". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Applicant argument that the boot record 
represented by Keele has nothing to do with the boot file claimed by the applicant is 
mere allegation, because there is nothing clearly stated within the claim language to 
distinguish applicant "boot file" from Keele's "boot record". Also, claim 20 was rejected 
under 35 USC 103, as a Kobayashi in view of Keele rejection. Therefore, it is 
impermissible for the applicant to solely argue, Keele does not disclose the boot record 
being part of an archived file, because the archived file was disclosed within the 
Kobayashi reference, and was in incorporated from thereon out. Lastly, location of a 
manifest file was disclosed by Keele at column 53, lines 42-46, wherein the operator 
types in a complete path for the EAS Control Unit. Since the EAS is known to be used 
for archival storage (column 22, lines 8-19, Keele), the location of a manifest file is also 
in the archived file. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Points of Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chelcie Daye whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3891. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 7:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Elect 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Chelcie Daye SUPERVISORY PATENT BtAMINER 

Patent Examiner TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 
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August 30, 2006 



